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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Andrew Bradick alleges that his former employer, Grumman Data
Systems, discharged him in violation of the common law of Virginia.
The district court granted judgment on the pleadings to the employer.
On Bradick's appeal, we certified the following question of law to the
Supreme Court of Virginia:

 Does the common law of Virginia provide a wrongful dis-
charge remedy to an employee of an employer covered by
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 29 U.S.C. § 701 et seq.,
where the employee is discharged on account of his disabil-
ity or the employer's perception of his disability?

The Supreme Court of Virginia, in its discretion, accepted the certi-
fied question, and, on June 6, 1997, the Court answered it in the affir-
mative. Consequently, we now reverse the judgment of the district
court for the reasons given by the Virginia Supreme Court in its opin-
ion. Bradick v. Grumman Data Systems Corp., ___ Va. ___, ___
S.E.2d ___ (1997) (No. 962531). The case is remanded for such fur-
ther proceedings as may be necessary.

REVERSED AND REMANDED
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